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Results of Public Comment Period

> Overview of Public Comment Process

> Summary. of Comments

> Outline of DWR Responses

> Discussion & AC Feedback
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7 Ways to Comment
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13 Public Input Workshops &
2 Phone-In Sessions iniJune

> Eureka
> Redding
> Sacramento (2)

> Oaklana

> llracy

> FIresno

> Bakersfield

> San Luis Obispo
> Los Angeles

> Chino

> Coachella

> San Diego

> 2 Evening Phone-In
SESSIons




Workshoep Hosts

Association of Bay
Area Governments

County of Shasta

UC Agricultural Center
- Eureka

City of Tracy

San Diego County.
Water Authority

CA Deparntment of
Generall Senvices
(FIES0)

>

>

Metropolitan \Water District
of Southern California

Southern Low: Desert
Resource Conservation &
Development Councll

Kern County Water Agency.

Central Coast Regional
Water Quality Control
Board

Inland Empire Utilities
District
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Advisory Committee Presenters

Scott Cantrell

Marci Coglianese
Grant Davis

Martha Davis

Nick Di Croce

Mary: Ann Dickinson
Anisa Divine

Fran Garland

Steve Vacaulay
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Todd Manley

John Mills

Cathy Pieroni
Betsy Reifsneider
Jack Sullivan
Michael Warburton
Arnold Whitridge
Carolyn Yale
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Workshop
Attendance

&
|_etters and Emails




Workshops & Letters

> 13 Public Workshops

o 244 aftended

o High: 44'in Les Angeles

o LOw: 6 In Eureka and Chino

o lypical; 15-20

o 400 guestions & comments recorded (~100 unique)

> 2 Phone-in Sessions (6 participants)

> 138 Letter & Emails

» 98 Organizations
o 40 Individuals




California Home  Gowvernor Home  Amber Alert Tuesday, August 16, 2005

Nelcome to

DVIR Home

DPLA Home 4 DEPARTMENT OF : -
Viater Plan Home WATER RESOURCES O pwr @ wyca

PLANMNING AND LOCAL ASSISTANCE

Internal Only - BA60

California Water Plan

Alphabetical Index
Home > Public Comments > Public Review Draft Public Comments

* Products:

- Comments Following Releazse of the CA Water Plan Update 2005 Public Review Draft on April 14, 2005
Brochures & Briefings '
nqs To skip to the most recent comment, click here.
Current Update
# Dated Received Author Organization Subject Comment
Previous Reports
Michael ) Letter
: c = c = _E _—
Reference Guide 1 05/1.2/05 05413705 Sonnen Public Volumes 1-5 (29 kb}
Water PIE (Data)
5 05/07/05 08/07/05 Jozeph M. Public Geqeral. zurface storage, Fax (42 kb)
« Public Participation: Marzh agricultural water supphy
Meeting Calendar General, zurface storage,
= Crai use efficiency, ecosystem
Meeting Materials 3 05/07/05 05/07/05 TI-JCHEFQ Karuk Tribe restoration, environmental | E-mail (9 kb)
s T juztice, climate change
impacts
Public Comments
. . Imperial Irrigation Vol 2 Ag Land Stewward=hip . .
g c - 5
Work Groups 4 05/07/05 06407/05 Aniza Divine District strategy E-mail {35 kb}
Work Plan
. - Imperial Irrigation | Vol 3 & General - change .
c c c - )
Contact Us 3 08/08/05 08403105 Aniza Divine District word "losses” E-mail {20 kb}
Frequently Asked Water use efficiency,
Questions conjunctive water
Jacgueling League of Women | management, future .
c c
* Subjects: & 06/08/0= 06/08i0= Jacobberger |Voters of CA gCenariog, coordination with Lefter (27 kb)
. other water planning
Regional Reports reports
Management Strategies
—= e linEs MWon-dam water
Srenarins - manaaement. no new Delta
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Public Comments




INEEH ARV E| SRS 98T 8RS - e -5 - |B 7 U|SE]=E S % 0 @
G W W IR s I | &4 i | Reply with Changes... End Revie !
MEE s
H4 - A
A B C | D E | F G | H ] M
L KEY: COMMENT TYPE RESPONSE TYPE
i P - Palicy 1 - Already addreszed in Water Plan. See [SME to indicate which Gray cells (rows) also appear under
i T - Technical 2 - Comment iz within purview of Water Plan. [SME to indicate =subcategories
i G - Graphics/Presentation 3 - Comment iz within purview of Water Plan, but has to be KG, please review pink cells I .I
5 0 - Other 4 - Comment not within purview of Water Plan.
Subject
Matter
Comment Ezpert Fte_srzggse
Type Assigned
o Rezponse (1-4)
B I~ |comment [+] commentorip [+ [+ ]vol.-Ch+| comme{~ |Edit PRD file if needed [+ [+
MT, KG,
i 53] Chart net demand 18 (Roos) G highlight= Graphicz |Leoking at drafts/revizions 2
8 5] edit graphics 102 (Swan-IrvineR} G highlight= " Revizing 2
Fig en P 15 (range of add MT, KG,
9 110} zupply) unclear/mizleading 106 (SCVWD) G highlight= Graphica 1
10 187] bar graphs mizsleading 117(FOR) G highlights " cylinder 2
11 188 W&S rivers not clear 117(FOR) G highlights Iz DVWR double-counting water? 3
12 =55 Highlights doc graphs 99(\Westlands) G Highlight= Charts difficult to read 2
More details on the scenarios
Le=s Resource Intensive Highlights, can be found in the Volume 4
13 315| Scenario confuzion 35(NC) G W1 Ch 4 RJSHM  reference guide article 1
Initiative 2 lacks depth in non- Highlightz,
14 317)structural actions 35(NC) G W1-Ch.2 MT, KG |Seepil& 1
prezentatio
15 32] Colerklind - charts hard to read S(Wagner} G ns I, KG, Graphi]¥Vas Type Q 2
Bar chart "Range of additienal a
zupphy from & management Highlightz, KGIMT!
16 245] choices" miskeading 70 v2 graphice |Best availabls 1
a Highlight=, KGMT /
17 |248a See above 70 V2 graphics |Improve next update 3
Optionz/Quantities (in Range)
figure inaccurate and Highlightz, KG/MT!  |Was Type Piw1,ch4. Figures are
18 228]| mizleading, p15 &2(Pacinz) G vZ graphice |best available 2a
19 |228a See above G Improve next update 3
Wae Type P, Layout for Final version
20 EE5| U=e of text boxes Go(Westlandz) G W-All NT will be more graphic oriented 2
The *“California Water Balance”
figure in the Highlights
document iz extremely hard to
read in 3-0. This should be 2-D
enly. The slanted lines alzo Highlights,
21 |w13 complicate reading levels. L] G W1-Ch2 G/MTigraphid revizions 2
Uze zomething like the diagram




Comment Types

> Policy

> Technical

> Graphics / Presentation
> Likes

> Other




Trable 1: Comments by Type

Policy Comments:

Technical Comments:
Graphical/Presentation Comments:
"Liked" Comments:

Other Comments:

Comments in Progress:

Total Number of Comments:




Water Plan Update Organization

> Water Plan Highlights (Brochure w/ CD-Rom)

> Vol. 1> Strategic Plan

> Vol. 2> 25 Resource Management Strategies
> Vol. 3> 12 Regional Reports
> Vol. 4 > Reference Guide (60+ online articles)

> \Vol. 5> TechnicallGuide (Online decumentation)




Trable 2: Comments by Velume

Vo
Vo
Vo
Vo

Total Number of Comments:

1 / Highlights




Trable 3: Comment Type by Velume

Policy Comments:
Technical Comments:

Graphical/Presentation Comments:

"Liked" Comments:
Other Comments:
Total Number of Comments:

Volume 1/ Highlights

Volume 2

Volume 3

Volume 4

Volume 5

# %

#

#

#

#

144 41%
96 27%
21 6%
61 17%
32 9%

354 100%

42
99
4
4
7

15
74
2

0
6
0
1
3
0

1

0]
1
0
0
0
1




Outline of

DWR RESPONSES




Response Types

> Type 1: Inithe Water Plan

> Type 2: Withinl CWP purview; DWR revising for
clarification or content

> Type 2A: Within CWP' purview; Not changed
> Type 3: Within CWP purview; Consider next time
> Type 4: Not within: CWP' purview




Table 4: Responses by Type

Response Type
1

2

2A

3

4

In Progress




Trable 5: Responses by Volume

Volume 1/ Highlights Volume 2 Volume 3 Volume 4 Volume 5
Response Type # % # # # #

1 126 36% 25 5
2 112 32% 68 64
2A A 8% 24 2
3 75 21% 33 13
4 11 3% 0] 8
In Progress 1 0% 6 2

94




Trable 6: Responses by Comment Type

Response Type

Policy Comments

Technical Comments

Graphics Comments

Other Comments

#

)

#

%

#

%

#

%

1

2

2A

3

4

In Progress

50
65
26
43

2

25%
32%
13%
21%
7%
1%

24

21
64
5
8

9%
56%
8%
23%
2%
3%

7
15

1
4
0
0]

26%
56%
4%
15%
0%
0%

8
13
.
12
3
0

19%
30%
16%
28%
7%
0%

96

21




Trable 7: Responses by Comment Type
Highlights & Volume 1

Response Type

Technical Comments

Other Comments

Policy Comments

Graphics Comments

#

%

#

%

#

%

#

%

1

2

2A

3

4

In Progress

41
42
20
33
8
0

28%
29%
14%
23%
6%
0%

10
a7
3
33
2
1

10%
49%
3%
34%
2%
0%

6

29%
SYA)
5%
14%
0%
0%

8
1

2
5
6
1
0

25%
38%
16%
19%
3%
0%

96

32




Policy: Comment Tiopics

** See Handout **




Production Schedule

> Public Review Draft - April 2005

> Public Workshops - June/July

> Content Changes - Mid-September
> Doc. Layout Design - October,

> Get Approval to Print - Nov - Dec

> Final Water Plan - Dec 2005
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